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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-7, 14-16, and 19-22 are pending. 



2. 



Response filed 06/30/2008 has been received and considered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-7, 14-16, and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yahoo! (Archived Web pages from 08/16/2000) in view of Wood et al. 
(US 6892307). 

As per claims 1 , 5, 14-16, 19, and 21, Yahoo discloses enabling a user to select 
a method of authentication for access to the restricted service, wherein the restricted 
service requires a method of authentication in order to gain access to the restricted 
service (see page 1 choosing a username and password); registering the user-selected 
method of authentication which facilitates the user's ability for gaining access to the 
restricted service (see page 1 ); presenting the registered method of authentication as 
the method of authentication for access to the restricted service (see pages 1 and 3 the 
logging into the Yahoo account); wherein the user is enabled to select a different 
method of authentication for access to the restricted service without accessing the 
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restricted service (see pages 2 and 4 where the user can log in as normal, or go 
through the forgotten password to obtain a new password to log in or the user can sign 
in using a different username and password); wherein the registered method of 
authentication is presented as the method of authentication for subsequent attempts to 
gain access to the restricted service without requiring subsequent re-registration of the 
registered method, until such time as the user selects such different method of 
authentication (see page 3). 

Yahoo fails to explicitly disclose enabling a user to select a method of 
authentication from a plurality of methods of authentication for access to the restricted 
service. 

However, Wood et al. teaches enabling a user to select a method of 
authentication from a plurality of methods for access to a restricted service (see column 
11 lines 30-51). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to allow a user of Yahoo to select one of a plurality of authentication 
methods for access to the restricted service. 

Motivation to do so would have been to allow the user to select the suitable 
authentication scheme (see Wood et al. column 11 lines 30-38). 

As per claims 2, 6, 20, and 22, the modified Yahoo and Wood et al. system 
discloses the method of authentication includes at least one of user identification and 
password; user identification and pass-phrase; smart card and PIN; smart card and 
digital certificate; biometrics; sound verification; radio frequency and password; infrared 
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and password; and handheld computing device and digital certificate (see Yahoo pages 
1-4 and Wood et al. column 11 lines 30-51). 

As per claims 3 and 7, the modified Yahoo and Hillhouse system discloses 
enabling the user to select more than one method of authentication for access to the 
restricted service (see Yahoo page 4 and Hillhouse column 7 lines 2-6). 

As per claim 4, the modified Yahoo and Hillhouse system discloses the step of 
registering the user-selected method of authentication as a minimum level of security for 
authentication for the user (see Yahoo page 1 ). 

The selected method of authentication is a minimum level of security for 
authentication because at least the selected method must be performed. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 06/30/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues that the combination of Yahoo and Wood fails to teach 
selecting a different method of authentication where a registered method is presented 
for subsequent attempts without requiring re-registration. 

With respect to Applicant's argument Yahoo teaches multiple different was of 
authenticating to the system. The first is to log in using the registered username and 
password (see Yahoo page 1 ). This is the registered way of authenticating to the 
system and is presented each time a user attempts to log into the system. However, 
the user is also allowed to access the system by either clicking on the "Password 
Request Form" link where a new password can be sent to an alternate email address or 
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can be displayed by authenticating oneself to the system by answering questions (see 
Yahoo page 2). Furthermore, the user can select a method of having the browser of the 
system remember the password where the user is automatically logged in by using a 
browser cookie and this method is used as the default and presented each time until the 
user signs out where the system reverts back to the normal log in page. Therefore, 
Yahoo teaches selecting a different method of authentication where a registered 
method is presented for subsequent attempts without requiring re-registration. 
Applicant further states that Yahoo cannot teach more than one "method of 
authentication" because Yahoo uses username and password and gives examples from 
the specification of different methods of authentication. Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
In this case, "methods of authentication" are given their broadest reasonable 
interpretation as defined above with reference to Yahoo. Additionally, Wood teaches 
presenting a user with different authentication methods similar to those described in the 
specification and it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art for the methods of 
authentication described in Yahoo to be the displayed methods of Wood in order to 
allow the user to select the suitable authentication scheme. Therefore, the combination 
of Yahoo and Wood teaches selecting a different method of authentication where a 
registered method is presented for subsequent attempts without requiring re- 
registration. 
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Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MICHAEL PYZOCHA whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3875. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 7:00am - 
4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/M. P.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2137 



/Emmanuel L. Moise/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2137 



